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HE Firſt of the following Papers 
| I receiv'd lately, with a very civil 
| Letter from the Author, deſiring 
me, if I thought it proper, ro al- 
— o it ee in the Occaſional 
N. Paper, and to convey it that way 
12 into the Hands of the Learned 
Doctor to whom it is directed. The Nature of the- 
Argument at firſt Thought occafion'd ſome Demur. 
But the very decent Manner of managing the De- 
bate, has determin'd me to comply with my Cor. 
reſpondent's Requeſt. I reckon 1 ſhould ſhew my 
ſelf a Bigot and a Party-man, which I would ever 
avoid, if I ſhould refuſe to let other Mens Thoughts 
come abroad in this Collection, tho' they ſhould 
happen not to agree with my own ; as long as the 
Rules of good Manners and Chriſtian Charity are 
carefully obſerv d. Free and calm Debates of the 
ſeveral Differences among Chriſtians, appear ta me 
the moſt effectual way to ſerve the Cauſe of Truth, 
Liberty, and Catholick Chriſtianity, the avowed and 
canſtant Deſign of this Paper. And therefore, as L 
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now propoſe this Gentleman's Sentiments on one 
fide to the World, ſo if apy one will pleaſe to ho- 
nour me with his Thoughts on the other, with ſuch 
an exemplary regard to the Decorum of Character 
and a Chriſtian Temper, he ſhall readily find a Place 
in an enſuing ** I publiſh this the more rea- 
dily, that I may have an Opportunity along with 
it to ſend the Reverend Doctor my hearty Thanks for 
his uncommon Services to the Chriſtian World and 
to the Advancement af Scripture-Knowledge. Ha- 
ving newly receivd a Letter myſelf upon an Argu- 
ment near akin to the former; tho' it enters into 
the Debate of another Paſſage of the Doctor's, I 
have annexed it, for the ſame Reaſons which indu- 
ced me to publiſh the other. I have ſeveral other 


Letters by me, ſome of which 1 intend ſhall come 
abroad in my next Paper. 


A Letter to the Reverend Dr. Prideaux, &c. 


Reverend Sir, 


T is Impoſſible for me to ſay with how much 
* Pleaſure I have read that incomparable Perform- 
ance of yours, The Old and Neu Teſtament Connef- 
ed in the Hiſtory of the Jews and neighbouring Nations ; 
which is capable of ſerving a great many noble 
Purpoſes at once. There is both Inſtruction and 
Entertainment going along with it, of ſeyeral Sorts. 
And it is particularly Uſeful to clear up the prophe- 
tical Parts of Scripture ; upon which Account I va- 
Jue it extreamly, and am one among the man 
that return you Thanks for it; and thank God, 
- who enabled you under ſo much Weakneſs and 
Pain to go thro' ſo. Laborious a Piece of Service. 
May that Life be continued, that is ſo well em- 
ploy d; and thoſe Labours ſucceeded, that are » 
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to. Dr. Prideaus. 3 


well adapted as well as deſign d to do Good; and 


thoſe Weakneſſes and Infirmities be remov d, ox at 
leaſt kept under, that would incommode you in ſuch 
Services or in any other. Your Book, Sir, is a Ma- 
ſter-piece of the kind, and may ſerve both to corre& 


the Errors of thoſe that have gone before you, and 


ro dire& the Steps of thoſe that come after you. 
And I am confident nothing bur Ignorance and En- 


vy can treat it ill. But I muſt not attempt to draw 


its Character; III leave that to others. Only let 
me ſay it needs none, and will bear the beſt. And 
I only wifh you had taken your Riſe higher, and 
carry d down your Hiſtory lower. 

And now after this Account, I can't tell how, 
methinks, to except againſt any thing in it. But I 
find my ſelf oblig'd to do ſo, or otherwiſe Truth is 
like to ſuffer, and a conſiderable Body of Men, va- 
luable for every thing that is valuable, will lie un- 
der an Odiumthat they by no means deſerve. I hope 
then you will excuſe my Freedom in it, ſince I can 
aſſure you, I deſign no diſreſpect to you, nor any 
injury to the Reputation of your Book, which in- 
deed nothing that I could ſay can leſſen. I value 
both the Author, and the Performance, even tho it 
bears ſo hard, in one or two particular Places, upon 
the Cauſe and Character of thoſe to whom I am firm- 
ly attached: And I would only do Juſtice to a good 

auſe and its Advocates, while I am doing you no 
harm. | "i 
The Paſſages I have to conſider, lie in Fel. I. 
p. 374» 375» 378, 379. and the Subſtance of them 
(for 1 mult nor tranſcribe them, till I come to con- 
ſider them particularly,) may be brought within a 
very narrow Compaſs. You tell us that the 


made uſe of a Liturgy in the Worſhip of God in their 
Synagogues in our Saviour's Time, and that our Saviour 


Joined with them therein, when» be went into their Syna- 
gogues, as be did every Sabbath-Day ; from whence you 1 
TA 10H | 7 ef 7 s | er 


6 LETTER 
fer two things for the Confideration of . Diſſenters, viz. 
that be did not diſlike Set Forms of Prayer, in publick 
Worſhip ; and he wat contented to join with the Publick 
in the meaneſt Forms, rather than ſeparate from it: Far 
euch you ſay thoſe were that were then made uſe of, in Com- 
-pariſon of thoſe of the Church of England. And to make 
that appear you have ſet down their Eighteen Prayers that 
roy ae ft account with them, moſt of which, if not all 
the 18, you ſay, were uſed in our Saviour's Time. And 
after that you tell us, that this may ſatisfy the Diſſenters, 
if any thing can ſatisfy Men ſo perverſely bent after their 
- vakh 1 eicher your uſing Set Forms of Prayer in 
yo | jour ufing ſuch which they think 
ufficiently EMV, can be Objections - ſufficient to 
| Suſtify them in their Refaſal to join with you in them. For 
They have the Example of Chriſt in both theſe thus direti- 
Y againſt them, 3 
This looks pretty plauſible, and paſſes, I doubt 
not, for Demonſtration with ſome; but it is no 
more than Colour and Paint, and there is nothing 
Solid and Subſtantial in it: As I ſhall make appear 
by conſidering every particular Paſſage, wherein all 
this is contained, after having obſerved two things 
in the general. | 3 
The Firſt is this, that there are no Perſons; that 


T know of, who pay more reſpect to the Example. 


of the Bleſſed Jeſus, whether in Principle or Practice, 
than the Diſſenters do: And if in any thing they dif- 
ter from it, it is merely thro' Iuvoluntary Ignorance. 
For you then to ſuppöſe them, eſpecially in the 
general (as you do) ſo perverſely bent upon their own 
ways that nothing can ſatisfy them, is what one would 
not have expected from Dr. Prideaux. We are mightily 
concerned, as well as ſurprized, that ſoa Great and Good 
an Author ſhould run into the Virulence of Ignorant, 
Raſh and Looſe Scriblers againſt a Body of Men, 
who have given all poſſible Proofs of their Sincerity 
and Opennefs to Conviction ; having never paſſed by 
\ | any 


* 
% 


any thing of Moment that has been offered to them, 
from whatever Hand it has come; and who muſt be. 
the greateſt Fools in Nature to be perverſe, having 


ſo, many ſenfible Arguments to make them willing to 
be convinced. Mak they may be, and they could 


have bore that Charge well enough from you. But 


to go down to the lateſt Poſterity in ſuch a Perfot- 
mance as yours with the Character of Perverſeneſs, is 
ſomewhat too grating to be paſſed by in Silence. And 
eſpecially hen there was ſo little Occaſion for it 
from any thing that you had ſaid to ſatisfy them; as 
I ſhall make appear preſently. Pardon me therefore, 
Sir, if I take Notice of it with ſome-Concern: And 
am ſure you will do it, if you will but make the 
Caſe your own. | as 

But to ſay no more of that, for fear of ſaying too 
much, I obſerve, 1 

2. What is very neceſſary to be obſerved here, 
that you have quite miſtaken the Diſſenters, when 
you ſuppoſe that nothing hinders them from joining 
with the publick Eſtabliſhment beſides your u/ing Set 
Forms, and your uſing thoſe that are Mean. For as for. 
the Firſt, the uſe of Set Forms, though there may in- 
deed here and there be one among them that ſcruples 
the very Lawfulneſs of them, yet the Generality ate 
of quite another Opinon: As you will find, if you 
do but conſult K. Charles IId's Declaration about E- 
clefiaſtical Affairs quickly after the Reſtoration, or the 
Conference at the Savoy, or any other particular Wri- 
ter of Note among them. They are all of them 
indeed againſt Set Forms in Oppoſition to Free Pray - 
er, or excluſive of it. But they allow them in the 
general to be Lawfu!, and upon ſome Occaſions Ex- 
pedient. They very well approve of a Liturgy in the 
general, eſpecially under ſome particular Circums 
ſtances, and with regard to ſome particular Per- 
ſons, who can't do well without it, and there- 
fore haye no diſpute with the Church of Exgland 

| upon 
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pon that Head. Nay, they would conform to the 
eltabliſh'd Liturgy in particular, if thoſe Amendments 
were made in itwhich they cannot but judge neceſlary; 
and provided they were not entirely confined to it, ſo 
as never to vary from it in their Miniſtrations upon any 
Occaſion whatſoever ; and not obliged ſo to ſubſcribe to 
it and declare concerning it as they are. So that 
we have no Controverſy with you about Ser Forms in 
the general, but about - thoſe particular Forms of 
yours ; which, in our Opinion, carry with them ſome 
Diſagreeable, Diſputable, and Dangerous Circumſtances. 
We do indeed give out Way of Praying, in the gene- 
ral, the Preference, before your's; (our Reaſons fot 
which we have often laid before the World; and I 
ſhall have occaſion to mention ſome of them by and 
by ;) But we are far from being Ehemies to Sr 
Forms, eſpecially ſuch as are pertinent, judicious; 
well compoſed, and regularly put together. We 
know that our way of praying is no more expreſly 
commanded, than your's is forbid ; and therefore 
tho' we think the former the more eligible, yet we 
don't at the ſame time condemn the later as ſinful. 
In ſhort, the Caſe ſtands thus, we apprehend that 
neither way of praying, whether with or without Set 
Forms, is expreſly commanded or expreſly forbid- 
den ; and therefore think, that we ought not to be 
bound up either way by any Humane Authority, 
whether Civi/ or Eccleſiaſtical, or both ; but that 
a Man is oblig'd to take that way, which he finds 
beſt for himſelf, can give the beſt Reaſons for, and 
which he is like to meet with the feweſt Inconveni- 
cies from. On theſe accounts we are determined 
on the ſide of Free Prayer, before that of Ser Forms, 
tho' with a favourable Opinion of Set Forms, and 2 
good Diſpoſition to them, at the ſame time, Of 
which we are. willing to give the Ch. of E. a con- 
vincing Inſtance at any time, by going over ro 
her in a Body, whenever ſhe will be es: 
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1 Dr. Prideaux. 1 


ſed to ſet things upon the Foot, that not only 
we, but alſo ſome of her wiſeſt and beſt Members 
have long wiſhed and prayed and contended for: 
And which would mightily tend to her own Repu- 
tation, Advancement and Security; as Dr. Wake 
(thenB. of Lintoln, now A. B. of Canterbury) has ſuffi - 


ciently made appear in that admirable Speech of his 


in the H. of L. at the time of Dr. Sachevere!'s Trial. 
And I could heartily wiſh we had another from 
him of the ſame ſtrain now, which in all probabili- 
ty would do more good, his Intereſt and Influence 
being ſo much increaſed by his Preferment to the 
Archiepiſcopal See. L 

And asfor the Second, the Meanneſs of your Set Forms, 
tho' that is one thing which the Diſſenters object 
againſt Conformity, yet that is lut one Thing, and 
not the main thing neither. We object moſt againſt 
the Reſtraints and Impoſitions that go along with them, 
and the Subſcription and Declaration that are required 


of us in order to our joining in them. And I de- 


ſire this may be taken notice of, becauſe of the uſe 
that I ſhall make of it in the proceſs of this De- 
bate. t | 
Theſe Things being premiſed, let us ſee now 
what you have to ſay to us. And, Firſt, you tell 
us that the Jews had Liturgies, in which were all the 
preſcribed Forms of their Synagogue-Wr/hip. Now tho 
ou don't particularly apply this to the Diſſenters, yet 
I can't but think it is your deſign that they ſhould 


_ apply it to themſelves, and others atleaſt may apply 


it to them, and have done “ ſo, and therefore I ſhall 
take it in my way and conſider it a little. 

And here 1 allow you the Fact to be true, and 
that they had a Liturgy too from the time of Ezra, 
tho' none before, as Vitringa obſerves out of Mai- 


. — 


——— 
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'* Vid. Bennett's Brief Hiſtory, &c. 
15 | B 


monides, 


10 ALETTER 


monides, Lib. 3. Cap. 14. p. 1032. But I can't ſee 
what uſe can be made of this in the Controverſy 
between you and us. It will by no means ſerve 
your Cauſe, or injure ours. For this is not ſuffici- 
ent Proof for ſo much as Conformity to a Litur- 
gy in general, in Caſe we ſcrupled that, as we do 
not; and much leſs is here any Proof for Confor- 
mity to your Liturgy in particular. 

1. Here is no ſufficient Proof for ſo much as Con- 
formity to a Liturgy in the general ; ſo that in 
Caſe we ſcrupled that, as we do not, this could 
not reconcile us to it ; and that not thro' any Per- 
verſeneſs of our's, bur for want of ſufficient Force in 
the Argument it ſelf. For pray, Sir, where is the 
Force of this Argument, They had a Liturgy and 
conformed to it, and therefore we muſt have one 
and conform to it too? Muſt we have, and do, e- 
very thing that they had and did; as upon this 
way of arguing we muſt ? No certainly. For then 
we mult have Sacrifices-too, and abundance of o- 
ther Things which it is needleſs to mention. We 
can be no farther bound to imitate them, than as 
the Reaſon and Nature of things, and Agreement 
in Circumſtances, and the like, requires, We muſt 
therefore be determined in this Point, not meerly 
by their having a Liturgy and their Conformity 
ro it, but by conſidering the Reaſons upon which 
they went. And if they will not hold in our Cale, 
as I am inclined to think they will not, becauſe we 
certainly ſtand upon quite another Foot than they 
did, as having more Advantages and better Helps 
for another way of praying than they had, we are 
ſtill but where we were, and our Nonconformity 
to a Liturgy may ſtill for any thing in this Argu- 
ment be as defenſible as ever. 

And much leſs 2. Is here any Argument for Con- 
formity to yeur Liturgy in particular; no more 
than it would be to the Rom/ſh one, or to * o- 
ther. 
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to Dr. Prideaux. 11 
ther. The Argument muſt run thus, the Jeus con- 
formed to one, therefore we ſhould conform to this. | 
And any other Liturgy, let it be Good or Bad, ; 
would ſtep in with the very ſame Pretence. Now 
an Argument that will equally ſerve for all Litur- 
gies, will ſerve for none. But not to inſiſt upon 
this, the Queſtion here is, whether the Jeu Litur- 

y was the ſame with your's ? If not, we are ſtill 
ſafe in not conforming to your's; even ſuppoſing 
| that we are obliged to follow the Jews Example, 
which really is not the Caſe. In order therefore to 

make ſo mych as a plauſible Argument of it, you 

mult prove that the Jews conformed to ſuch a Li- 

turgy as your's, for Matter, Method and Expreſſion ; and 

that it was uſed in the ſame way, both by Clergy 

and Laity, with the ſame Ceremonies and Geſtures ; 

and that it was attended with the ſame Circumſtan- 

ces, viz. that it was drawn up by Men uninſpired, 

that there was no manner of Liberty allowed to vary 

from it, or add to it, upon any Occaſion whatſoever, and 1 

that there went ſuch aSubſcription and Declaration along 1 

with it as there does with yours. Unleſs you can do 

all this, we are ſtill but where we were, and their 
Example can no ways determine us in this Contro- 

verſy. And kow you will do this, I can't conceive. 

If Vitringa your Favourite Author, and others, 

have given a true Account of their Liturgies, no- 

| thing in the World could be more different from 
| them, in all the main diſputed Circumſtances, than 
your's is: As I could caſily prove, if there were any 
Occaſion for it, and will do it whenever there is 
ſo. And indeed if their Example 1s to determine 
us in this Caſe, we are to go throughout with it, 
and not only to uſe a Liturgy, but their's too, or at 
jeaſt one as like it as may be; for ſo far as we differ 
from them, ſo far we run from their Example, and 
therefore, upon this Principle, are ſo far in the 
wrong. The Diſſenters * are ſtill ſafe in not 
| 3 con- 
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conforming to the Liturgy of the Ch. of E.; and that 
upon this very Principle on which they are urged to 
it, becauſe they don't run farther from the Example of 
the Jews in not conforming to the Engliſh Liturgy, 
than the Churchmen themſelves do in conforming 
to it, when this is ſo very different from, that of the 
Jews. * af | : 
But if you could ſhew your Liturgy to be like 
- Theirs, it would ſtill lie upon you to ſhew that the 
Principles upon which they went in their Confor- 
mity to their Litzrgy, are ſuch as we not only may 
but ought to act upon. Otherwiſe if their Princi- 
ples will not ſuit our Caſe, we may {till refuſe to 
at as they did, even tho' their Liturgy and ours 
ſhould be found to be the very ſame in every Cir- 
ſtance that we diſpute about, oy? 
Bur to come to ſomewhat more Material, even 
our Saviour's Conformity to the Liturgy then in uſe. 
Your Words are theſe. The moſt ſolemn Part of their 
Prayers are thoſe, which they call Shemoncy Eſhreh, i. e. 
the Eighteen Prayers. Theſe they ſay were compoſed 
aud inſtituted by Ezra and the great Synagogue ; aud 
to them Rabbi Gamaliel, a /:tle before the Deſtructi- 
on of Jeruſalem, added the 19th againſt the Chriſtians, 
who are therein meant under the Name of Apoſlates 
and Hereticks. Jt is certain theſe Prayers are very an- 
cient. For mention is made of them in the Miſhna as 
old ſettled Forms ; and no doubt is to be made but that 
they were uſed in eur Saviouy's time ; at leaſt moſt of 
them, if not all the 18 ; and conſequently that he joined 
in them with the reſt of the Jews, whenever he_went in- 
to their Synagogues, as he always did every Sabbath-day. 
And from hence two things may be inferred for the Cou- 
fideration of our Diſſenters. 1/z, that our Saviour diſ- 
liked not Set Forms of Prayer in publick Worſhip. And 
2aly, that he was contented to join with the Publick in 
the meaneſt Forms, rather than ſeparate from it. For 
be 18 Prayers, in compariſon 6f thoſe now uſed in our 
RR 
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Church, are very jejune and empty Forms. And that 
the Reader may ſee that they are ſo, I ſhall here add a 
a Tranſlation of them in the ſame Order as they are in 
the Jewiſh Liturgies, adding the 19th Prayer to them, 
which according to the ſame Order is the 12th in Number, 
as here recited. Then follow the Prayers you ſpeak 
of, which I need not tranſcribe. - 10 
Now here I will allow that moſt of theſe Prayers, 
tho not all of them, were ſo ancient as you repreſent 
them to be, f and that they were uſed in the na- 
gegues in our Saviour's time. But I can't allow your 
Conſequence from thence, wiz. that he joined in them 
with the reſt of the Jews, whenever he went into their 
Synagogues, as he always did every Sabbath-day. Suppo- 
ſing the Fact to be true, that be did join-with the Jews 
in them, wheuever he went into their Synagogues, which 
yet to me is very Suſpicious, that does by no means 
follow as a neceſſary Conſequence from their being 
uſed then and there; Becauſe it is poſſible he might 
not go into their Synagogues, till after they were o- 
ver. And his Chief Deſign, as I take it, in going 
thither, being not ſo much to worſhip with them, 
as to improve an Opportunity of teaching and preach- 
ing among them; this is by no means inconceiva- 
ble. For this he might do after that Service was 
over, tho' not before. And this is the more Con- 
ceivable, becauſe, as I ſhall ſhew, preſently, he 
could not, in all probability, join in them, at leaſt 
in ſome of them, conſiſtently with. his Character 
and Circumſtances ; and then it muſt appear moſt 
likely that he would avoid being preſent at thoſe 
Prayers, wherein it is probable he could not 
join. 

But let us enquire a little more diſtinctly, whe- 
ther the Fact be true, which you lay down ſo po- 


Pn 
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7 Vid. Vitringa, de Synag, Veter. Lib. 3. Cap. 14. P. 1046. 
ſitively, 
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ſitively, as if no doubt were to be made of it, and 
which you make the Ground-work of all your 
after Reaſoning. | 
Now by Chriſt's joining in the Jewiſh Prayers, I 
ſuppoſe you mean making them his own, and putting 
uf the ſeveral Petitions along with them, as they did: 
or his being preſent at them, if that were granted, 
or any thing leſs than his making uſe of them himfelf, 
and worſhipping God by them, as they did ; will not be 


ſufficient to anſwer your Purpoſe. But that he did 


this, is ſo far from being certain to me; that the 
contrary ſeems far more probable. It is certain, that 
he could not join in them all on the Sabbath- Days 
whatever he might do on other Days, becauſe they 
were not al! uſed then. For Vitringa, it I take 
him right, ſays ſo *® Now it is certain he could 
not join in any more than were uſed; which were, 
according to him, only the three Fir, and the 
three Laſt, and one that goes under the Name 
of Benedictio Media, which ſeems to me to be the 
ſame with what he elſewhere calls Benedictio Modim. 
Vid. Cap. 17. p. 1086. Lib. 3. And for this he 
quotes Maimonides's own Words. and there is ſome 
room to doubt whether he ever joined in theſe Seven, 
at leaſt in ſome of them, or in the moſt ſignificant 
and material Paſſages of them. I deſire any one 
to look them over, and he will eaſily ſee ſeveral 
things in them, which ſeem not conſiſtent with 
Chriſt's Character and Circumſtances, in the Senſe 
in which the Jews intended them. It ſounds harſh, 
for Inſtance, that he ſhould bleſs God for fending a Re- 
deemer to the Jews, and that he ſhould call God his Sa- 
viour, as he mult do in the uſe of the Fir Form: 


* Octtodenz integre non recitabantur Sabbathis & Diebus Fe- 
ſtis, ſed illis diebus Septem tantum recitabantur Eulogiæ. Vi- 
tringa. Lib. 3. P. 1842. * | 


— 


And 
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Ind that he, who was againſt needleſs Repetiti- 
ons; ſhould bleſs God four times for raiſing the Dead; 
as he muſt do in the Uſe of the Second, and a fifth 
time, if he uſed the Doxology at the Concluſion, 
as the People did after the Legatus Eccleſis had gone 
through the Form. I can hardly think, that he 
would uſe the Third, as it was enlarged when uſed 
by the Legdtus Ecclefiz : (For it was much larger then, 
than it is here in your Specimen ; which gives it us 
as it was uſed by every private Perſon, not as it 
was uſed in the Congregation. by the Perſon that 
officiated.) In the enlarged Form there is this Paſs 
ſage — O our King, ſhew thy ſelf Glorious out of 
thy Place, and Reign over us as we expett thee. When 
wilt thou reign in Sion in our Life and Days ! Thou 
wilt dwell, and ſhalt be ſanttified and magnified in the 
midſt of Jeruſalem thy City, in all Generations and to 
all Eternity. But could the Blefled Jeſus ſay ſo ? And 
ſo for Form the 17th reſtore thy Worſhip to the 
inner Part of thy Houſe, reduc Miniſterium Le- 
viticum in adytum Domus tue. Vitringa, p. 1037. 
Or, let us ſee thee, moved with pity, returning 
to thy City Sion. Bleſſed art thou, O Lord, who art a- 
bout to reſtore thy preſence to Sion; as De Veil has it, 
and elegantly ſays Vitringa. Ibid. The two follow- 
ing Forms, which praiſe God for his Mercies, run 
in a ſtrain that intimate a Forfeiture and Unworthi- 
neſs of them, and a vaſt Obligation to Divine Grace 
ariſing from that Conſideration: Whereas he was 
not chargeable with any ſuch thing ; and therefore 
if he did uſe them, it muſt have been in a diffe- 
rent Senſe and Way from what thy did. As for 
the Benedictio Media indeed, I have not been able 
to meet with it in Vitringa, and therefore can't ſay 
whether he might not h that. I leave the Reader 
now to judge about his joining in theſe Forms, as 
he ſhall think beſt + 1 dare nor aſſert pofitively that 
he could not, and did not, join in them. 155 it 

eems 
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ſeems very probable to me that he did not. And 
this I am ſure of that he might very well alfi a 
the Righteouſneſs of that Lau, under uhich he was 
born, without it: So that there was no abſolute 
Nece ſſity of his doing it, in order to acquit himſelf 
in that particular; which yet is all that can poſſibly 
be ſaid of his Obligation to do ſo. 4 
If we take in the reſt of theſe 18 Forms, it will 
be ſtill more Improbable, that ever our Bleſſed 
Lord ſhould join in them; for either bey are proper 
for none but finjul and guilty Creatures, of which Num- 
ber he was not; or they ſpeak of à Saviour to come, 
or have ſome other Circumſtance attending them, 
which renders it very Improbable that he ſhould e- 
ver make uſe of them, as any one will ſee who 
conſults them. 
The Evangelical Hiſtory is wholly ſilent upon 
this Head: It does not ſpeak one Word of his 
joining in their Prayers in the Synagogues. It tells 
us indeed of his going thither very frequently, and 
mentions ſeveral things which he did there, as read- 
ing, interpreting, teaching, preaching, and working Mi- 
racles, but ſays not one Word of his praying with 
them there. And tho I would not preſs this Argu- 
ment too far, yet give me leave to ſay, that it 
ſeems to me an unaccountable Silence, in Caſe he 
did join with the Fews in their Prayers; and e- 
ſpecially if (as you muſt ſuppoſe to make any thing 
of your Argument from it,) he deſigned thereby 
ro ſer After-Ages an Example of joining in Set Forms 
in the Worſhip of God. Ir is true, his Hiſtory 
does not ſay that he did not join in the Jewiſh i= 
Forms, any more than that he did. But certainly 
the matrer would not have been left dubious, but 
plainly related; at leaſt the Probabilities would not 
have been greater againſt his joining in them, if he 
had deſigned to lead us by his Example to join in 
ſuch Forms. d | » 
| To 
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Io conclude this Head, if he did join in them, 
1 would ask, Whether he did it in their Way too? 
Which is to me a very material Queſtion to be an- 
ſwered, in order to put an end to the Controverſy 
between you and us. And here to omit other Cir- 
cumſtances, that went along with the uſe of theſe 


Prayers, (as the going three Steps back, and bowing: 
f ve times very low, vit. at the Beginning and End of 


the Firſt Benediction, at the Beginning and End of the 
Benedictio Medin, and at the Conrclufron of all. Vitrin- 
ga, p. 1086) let me ask only, whether he ſaid them 
over privately to himſelf, before they were ſaid publickly 


by the Legntus Eccleſia, or the Perſon that oſſiciated 


in the recitmg of them? It can hardly be ſuppo- 
ſed that he ſhould, ſince it was altogether needleſs, 
and withal Juperſtirions. If he did not, what be- 
comes of his Conformity, or how can it be urg'd 
upon us? He conformed but in part at moſt to the 
Matter, and not at all to the Manner: Such Con- 
formity our Churchmen, I believe, would nor be 
ſatisfy'd with from us. He nfed them, ſay you; 
but it was not in their way; what is this then to 


us who are to uſe your Forms in your way exactly, 


or eife not ar all? 

And now, if our Saviour did not conform to 
the Ji Liturgy, as it is very probable he did 
not; the Diſſenters will have all the Advantage of 
his Example on their Side, which you pretend to 
lie on your's; and we can turn this Argument a- 
gainſt you, as you have done againit us: And if 


we were diſpos'd to triumph, could do it here with 


as good a Grace as ever you have done. 11 

Thus much for the Ground-work of your Rea- 
ſoning with us; which being render'd precarious, 
at leaſt, the Conſſderatious you infer from it would 


not need to be examined, till that is better ſupport- 


ed. But, however, to ſnew how good a Cauſe we 
have, I will give you that Which indeed you have 


C no 
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18 | 
no right to; and ſuppoſe, for Argument ſake, that 
the bleſſed Jeſus did join with'the Jews in their Liturgy ; 

and proceed to examine the two Inferences you draw 
from it, for the Confideration of the Diſſenters. 

The Fin is this, That our Saviour diſliked not Set 
Forms of Prayer in Publick Worſhip. But what this 
ſignifics to us, I can't ſee. For we don't diſliłe them 
neither, any farther than he; but are perfe&ly of 
the ſame Mind with him, as far as we can judge, 
in this particular. And 1 am glad for your own. |f\ 
Sake, as well as ours, that you have expreſs 'd your i 
ſelf with ſo much Caution and Prudence here. You 
only ſay, that he d:/:ked not Ser Forms, not that he 
approved of them intirely, or that they were his Choice, 
as (ome have inferred from your very Premiſ:s. But 
it was certainly more than they had Reaſon for. 
For ſuppoſe that he joined in the uſe of Set Forms, 
all that can follow from thence by any neceſſary 
Conſequence, is, that he did not think Set Forms 
Unlawful, or at that time Inexpedieut ; not that he 
was fond of them, or preferred them to our way of Pray- 
ing, by any Means. For it his aRual joining in Set 
Forms ſhowed his intire Approbation of them, in 
Oppoſition to our way of Praying ; then his actual 
Joining in thoſe mean Forms, as you call them, muſt 
ſhow his intire Approbation of mean ones tap, and 
that in oppoſition to Forms drawn up with more 
Judgment and Care. | 

But to apply this to the purpoſe to which it is 
intended. If you deſign here to reconcile the Dil- 
ſenters to the uſe of Set Forms as Lauful, and ſome- 

times Expedient, it is needleſs; if you delign to 

reconcile them to the uſe of Set Forms as Preferable 

to that of Free Prayer, this Argument from the ſup- 

poſed Practice of our Lord will not ſerve his Pur- 

poſe. For he diſliłked not our way of Prayer neither, 

as I ſhall make to appear preſently by his Uſe of it. 
And therefore this is no Reaſon to quit our "ey 
ä 5 
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of praying for that: Becauſe it ſtands upon the 
ſame foot with that, in reſpe& of Chriſt's Example, 
whatever it may do upon orher Accounts. 

But to leave your Firſt Inference, which concerns 
only Forms in General, about the Lawfulneſs or 
Expediency of which, in ſome Caſes, we have no 
diſpute with you; I proceed to your 
Second Inference, which is this, That he was con- 
tented to join with the Publick in the Meaneſt Forms, ra- 


ther 1 from it. For thoſe 18 Forms, in com- 


pariſon of thoſe now uſed in our Church, are very Jejune 
and Empty Forms. And to prove this, you exhibit 
a Copy of them. Now the Deſign of this, is to 
let us ſec, that the Meanneſs of any particular Forms 
is no ſufficient Objection againſt Conformity to 
them, but that Perſons ought zo be contented to join 
with the Publick in ſuch, rather than ſeparate from it. I 
ſay, that they ou to be ſo, not only that they may 
be ſo. 'For otherwiſc it will not ſerve your Pur- 
poſe. Which is to reconcile the Diſſenters to the 
Church Forms, even tho' they take them to be 
mean ones. Now to this I have the following Things 
to reply : 
1. It does not appear that thoſe Set Forms which 
the bleſſed Jeſus joined with the Publick in, were ſo 
Mean as you repreſent them to be. Not thoſe 18 
particularly. And if we may judge of the reſt by 
them, I can't but think they.were far from deſpica- 
ble, eſpecially at that time of Day. And I cannot 
but ſay with Pitringa * ——dignam (Liturgiam Judai- 
cam (cil.) que a Chriſtianis cognoſcatur + quorum plurimi 
utinam Sacra non multo tepidius & negligentins trafarent 
quam Judæi. And I find him diſpleaſed with Buxtorf, 
{or ridiculing ſome others — their Forms as Mean 
2 as 
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as theſe , ſo much as he has done. That they were 
Jejune and Empty indeed in Compariſon, of what 
our Saviour could have compoſed himſelf, I readily 
allow: And that they were ſo too in Compariſon 
of what the Forms of the Ch. of E. might be 
brought to. But that they are ſo in Compariſon of 
what the Eng/;b Forms are at preſent, I muſt beg 
leave to diſſent; tho I would not allow my ſeit to 


diſparage the Church Forms, out of Conſcience as 


well as Frudence. SOA 

"But 2. Suppoſing them to have been. ſo Mean as 
you repreſent them, and that the bleſſed Jeſus was 
content to join with the Publick in them not withſt and- 
ing, rather than ſeparate, this can be no ſufficient Ar- 
gument for us to join with the Publick in thoſe that 
we think ſo, becauſe ſuch Forms would hinder our 
Edification more than they could his, who needed 
no ſuch; Helps for Edification as we do ; -and be- 
cauſe they, are more unſuitable to the Diſpenſation 
under which we live, than thaſe were to that under 
which he lived. And this Alteration of Circum- 
ſtances. makes a vaſt difference between his Caſe 
and ours. | 


3. It is here ſuppoſed, that our Lord was afraid 


of Separation, that be apprehended it to be bad, and 
therefore that it was better for him to ſubmit ta 
ſome Inconveniences than to run into it, and that 
upon this Principle he was contented 10 join in the Pub- 
lick in the Meaueſi Forms. But how docs all this ap- 
pear? What Foundation is there for it? Ir is all 
gratis dictum, and ought to be made out before it 


ki 


can affect us. 
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T Videmus, quam ſancte & decore ſecundum Inſtituta Vete- 
rum Sacra Synagogoram exercita ſunt; quæ proin' nullam me- 
nentur Irriſionem aut Contemptum, cui illa ſæpe exponit CI. 
Buxtorfius, ceteroquin per Synagogam ſuam de Eccleſia Mcti- 
tiſſimus, ſed potius attentè à nobis conſiderati. p. ö 
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Hut to cloſe all, 4. It is here ſuppoſed, that our 
Lord did not ſeparate from the Publick, no not at all, 
not ſo much as Occaſroually ; which is what I ſee no 
Reaſon to grant. The contrary rather appears to 
me, both during his Miniſtry, and after his Reſurrecti- 
on, eſpecially after bis Reſurrettion. 1. During his. 
Miniſtry. That in this Period of Time he held ſe- 
parate Aſſemblies from the Publick, and that frequent- 
ly, at leaſt on the Week Days, is to me very pro- 
bable. That he preached to the Multitude, among 
whom he wrought Miracles, 1s undeniable ; and 
tho' it will not follow from thence only, that he 
prayed with them too, yet it will, I think, from 
other Circumſtances. We read ſometimes of his 
praying at the working of a Miracle; it is proba- 
ble therefore he might do it at the preaching of a 
Sermon too. And with regard to his Diſciples par- 
ticularly, I think there is little Reaſon to doubt, 
that he held ſeparate Aſſemblies with them, what ever 
he did with others. That Prayer of his on the 
Mount of Transfiguration was at a ſeparate Aſſembly of 
himſelf and three of his 'Diſciples. That menti- 
oned Luke xi. 1. is in all appearance a. Social Prayer 
with his Diſciples. I gather this from their asking 
him to teach them to pray immediately after it was 
over. I allow indeed that this is no certain Argu- 
ment that it was ſo, but it is a probable one, and 


that is all that I bring it for. 


And give me leave here to ſay, That upon ſuch 
Occaſions it is likely he uſed the ſame way of pray 
ing as we do, not as you dp. For it he did not, 
he muſt either uſe the J-wiſh Forms, or ſome of his own 
compoſing. But that he uſed the Jewiſh Forms is very 
unlikely, becauſe they could not be pertinent on 
ſuch Occaſions, at leaſt not always, or ſo much as 


in the general; and it is not likely he ſhould ever 


uſe any that were not pertinent. And that he 
ſhould compoſe Forms for them himſelf too is very un- 
oe. 15 likely: 


* 
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likely : We have not the leaft Evidence for it, or the 
leaſt Hint or Intimation about it, or any one Paſ- 
age in all his Hiſtory from whence it may be in- 
ferred. This is certain, that there was no necefli- 
ty that he ſhould do ſo, either upon his own Ac- 
count, or upon the Account of thoſe that joined 
with him. As he was ſo full of the Holy Ghoſt, 
there was no neceſſity of his ufing Set Forms for an 
help to, himſelf; and as he had ſo happy a Talent 
this way, there was no neceſſity of his uſing Set 
Forms for the ſake of thoſe that joined with him; 
for he could keep up their Devotion without them, 
whatever we may do. Nay, I think we have ſome 
Evidence to the contrary, from his Diſciples asking 
him to teach them to pray, after he had done pray- 
ing, and his anſwering their Requeſt : Neither of 
which had been neceſſary, had he made uſe of Forms 
among them. For they muſt have been acquainted 
with them without doubt, by having heard them 
frequently ; and therefore needed not to have made 
ſuch a Requeſt ; for could they ever ſuppoſe to 
pray in better Words and Forms than thoſe which 
they knew him to make uſe of himſelf ? Their Re- 
queſt would thereupon have been needleſs ; and as 
ſuch he would have returned no Anſwer to it at 
all, much leſs ſuch a one as he did: For he needed 
but to have referred them to his own Liturgy, 
which they knew him to make uſe of, and thac 
would have anſwered. their Deſign effectually: But 
whether he prayed with a Form or without one in 
theſe ſeparate Aſſemblies of his during his Miniſtry, I 
will not diſpute at preſent. It is the Fact it (elf, 
that ſeparate Aſſemblies were held by him with them 
during that time for Religious Worſhip, in which 
Prayer came in as a part, that I am now upon, 
and that I can't eaſily give up. And then 2. Thar 
after his Reſurrection he held ſeparate Aſſemblies with 
his Diſciples, tor Religious Worſhip, in which Prayer 
; _ came 
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came in for a part, is what I think cannot. well be 
diſputed. We have not the leaſt Hint, that during 
this Interval he ever enter'd into the Jewiſb Sy na- 
ogues at all; and yet he was frequently with his 
Diſciples. And can we think there was no Ke/:gioms 
H1/orjbip at theſe Meetings and Intercourſes between 
him and them? Or that Prayer was not a part there- 
of? Or that he prayed by the Jeu Forms, or any 
Set Forms of his own compoſing ? The Jewiſh Forms 
could never be proper, when a new Diſpenſation 
was ſetting up. And Set Forms of his own compoſing 
woald ſurely have been preſerved by them for their 
own Uſe after his Departure; or they would have 
raken the ſame way themſelves, which I ſhall ſhow 
preſently it is probable they did not. And let me 
obſerve, that it is here, if any where, that we are 
to look for the Example of Chriſt for our Direction 
in the Buſineſs of Prayer, as well as other Things, 
when he was teaching his Diſciples the Things of bis 
Kingdom, ſettling the Conſtirution of his Church, 
and putting Things in the Poſture in which he de- 
ſign'd they ſhould continue to the End of the World, 
and acting as the Head and Pattern of his Church 
in a very particular Manner. And if ſo, we ſeem 
to keep cloſer to his Example in our way of pray- 
ing, than 1n yours. 
Theſe Reflections may I hope ſuffice for your 
Second Inference, that the bleſſed Jeſus was contented 
to join in the Meaneſt Forms with the Publick, rat hes 
than ſeparate from it. | 
I paſs on now to what follows immediately after 
the 18 Prayers which you have tranſcribed. Since 
our Lord ſpared not freely to tell the Jews of all the Cor- 


ruptions which they had in his time run into, and on a 
Occaſions reproached them therewith, had it Leen contra. y 


to the Will of God to uſe Set Forms of Prayer in his pub- 
lick. Service, or had it been diſpleaſing to him to be addvre)- 
fed to in ſuch meau Forms, when much better might Leun 


made; 
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made; we may be ſure he would Fave told them' of both 
and joined with them in neither: But he having never 
found fault with them for ufing Set Forms, but on the con- 
trary taught his own Diſciples a Set Form to pray by ; nor 
at any time expreſſed a diſlike of rhe Forms then in uſe, 
becauſe of the meanneſs and emptineſs of them, but always 
Joined with them in their Synagogues in the Forms above 
recited ; this may ſatisfy bur Diſſenters, if any thing can 
ſatisfy Men fo perverſely bent after their own Ways, that 
neither our ufing Se: Forms of Prayer in our public Wor- 
ſhip, nor the uſing of ſuch which they think uot ſufficiently 
Eidifying, can be Objeftions ſufficient to juſtify them iu 
their Refuſal to join with us in them. Por they have the 
Example of Chriſt in both theſe thus direflly againſt 
r Now I ſhall not need to enlarge much 
ere. | 
I allow, 1. that had it been contrary to the Mall of 
God, to uſe a Set Form of Prayer in his pablick Worſhip, 
the Redeemer wer!d have told them of it, as he did of 
ot her Corruptions, and would never have joined therein. 
But this does not concern us, who don't ſay that 
the uſe thereof is contrary to the Will of God or a 
Corruption. 

And what tho' he did join in them? We have not 
his Example againſt us here; becauſe we can be no 
farther bound by his Example, than as the Reaſon 
and Nature of Things makes it requiſite that we 
ſhould be ſo, or than it was deligned that we ſhould 
be ſo. Let it be proved therefore, that the Reaſon 
and Nature of Things make it requiſite that we 
imitate his Example in this Caſe, and that it was 
his Deſign that we Thould do fo, and then I am 
confident there will not be many Diſſeaters in Eng- 
land. This is the ſhorteſt way with them, as well 
as the faireſt. But till this be done, ler us not be 
reproached as not treading in his Steps. + 

Beſides, what tho" he did join in Set Forms with 
the Publick ? That is no Proof, that he ozgh: ro 9 
one 
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done ſo, or that he was obliged to do it, and not at 
Liberty to avoid or refuſe it. And therefore. it 
can't affect our Caſe, on whom it was prefled as a 


Duty to join with the Publick in Set Forms, and charged 


as a great Fault not to do ſo, ſo as that nothing is 


ſufficient to excuſe us in refuſing it. Prove, Sir, that 
he lay under Obligations thereunto, and that he did 
it in Compliance with thoſe Obligations, and that 
they were ſuck as come into our Caſe too, and 
then you will ſay ſomewhat to the Purpoſe ; but 
not till then. 

2. As to not reproaching them with the Meanneſs of 


their Forms, which you ſay he would have done if it had 


been diſpleaſiug to God to be addreſſed to in ſuch mean 


Forms when much better might have been made ; this 


ſuppoſes what will not be granted you, viz. that 
theſe Forms were ſo Mean as you ſay they were, and 
that better might have been made then. They ſeem to 
me to have been Extraordinary, conſidering the 
Darkneſs and Degeneracy of thoſe Times, (as even 
our Forms were at the Time of the Reformation,) 
and very well ſuited to the State of the Church at 
that Time, and that none eould have made better 


for them tien, unleſs St. John the Baptiſt, or the 


Bleſſed Jeſus himſelf lad compoled them; and 


neither of them lay under Obligations to it; nor 


would the Jeus have made uſe of them if they 


had done it, they were ſo prejudiced againſt both, 
and fo Tenacious of their Cuſtoms and Tradi- 


And ſuppoſing too that their Prayers are Mean, 


in compariſon of what they might have been, and 


yer that God was not diſpleaſed with them, tho' 
they were ſo, and that he is not ſo with any other 
mean Forms neither; theſe can be no Reaſons why 
the D:ſſenters ſhould not preis tor a Reformation in 
your Forms, which they look upon to be Mean, 


before they join with you in them; becauſe it is cer- 


rainly 
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tainly more pleafing to God, to pray to him in well- 
compoſed Forms than in thoſe that are not ſo; 
becauſe it is more for his Honour, and the Credit 
of his Worſhip. And it is not enough not to diſ- 
pleaſe him, but we are alſo to pleaſe him as far as 
we Can. 
And yet farther, Meanneſs is but one of the Cir- 
cumſtances upon which we refuſe to join in the pub- 
lick Forms; and therefore tho' this Objection ſhould 
be taken away, yet we may be Diſſenters notwith- 
ſtanding, without any Fault at all. Tho' the Ex- 
ample of Chriſt would ſatisfy us upon the Head of 
mean Forms, yet it would be no Argument for our 
joining in the Eugliſb, if they have other Circum- 
ſtances more diſputable than that of Meanneſs at- 
tending them. It was much eaſier for him to con- 
form to the Jewiſh Liturgy, than it is for us to con- 
form to Our's, all things conſidered. He is no Pat- 
tern to us therefore in this Caſe, who have Diffi- 
culties to encounter with, which he had not. And 
pardon me, if I ſay I cant think he would have 
conformed to it, if ſo much had been required of 
him as of us; that is, if he had had ſo many things 
as we have to be ſatisfied about, if he had been ne- 
ceſſarily obliged to have ſubmitred to ſuch Reſtraints, 
and were to come under ſuch Obligations as we arc 
by Vertue of a Subſcription and Declaration. Under 
theſe Circumſtances it ſeems to me he would not 
have conformed to that Liturgy, any more than we 
do to this. And the Reaſon why I think ſo is, be- 
' cauſe he has given us the Liberty that we contend 
for againſt ſuch Impoſitions, and I ſcarce think he has 
given us more Liberty than he would have taken 
himſelf in a like Caſe L 
T apprehend indeed that you may ſay here, that | 
what I alledge only concerns Minifterial Conformity, 
and not Lay Conformity; for it is only that, which! 
has theſe Difficulties, attending it. I anſwer, its | 
true, 


true, it does ſo. But then I ſay, 1. That you have 

confined his Example to neither, and therefore I 

may conſider it either way, as it affects either the 

one or the other. 2. You would do well to let 

us know, how the Bleſſed Jeſus joined in thoſe Forms, 

whether as a Miniſter or as a private Perſon, or whe- 
ther as Both, ſometimes as one, and ſometimes as 
the other; that we may know who are the Perſons 
particularly concerned to imitate him, whether 

(> 0th, or one only; and if one only, which of the two it 
is. 3. If I can but excuſe the Dfenting Miniſters 
trom Conformity, by making it appear that they 
act not Inconſiſtent with the Example of Chriſt, 
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: there will be no Difficulty in bringing oft the Lai- 
| ty clear of all Guilt in adhering to them. And really 
any Communion in general that bears hard upon the 
I Clergy, is not like to be eaſy to the Laity. They 
. muſt come in for their ſhare of Hard{bips, Reſtraints 
: and Impofitions. Nay ſo far as the Clergy are confin- 
] ed, the Laity are too; for they can have things no 
- otherwiſe than as the Clergy are dire&ed and oblig- 
f ed to diſpenſe them to them. For their own Sakes 
S therefore they ought to inſiſt upon the Liberty that 
p is due to the Clergy. And we ſee how true this is 
55 in Fact in the Caſe of the Church of Rome, which 
C has enſlaved the People by firſt hampering the Prieſts. 
r 


Miniſters, in ſhort, are not to be conſidered as à 
yo ſeparate Body from the People, but in Relation to 
e them, and therefore what affects them, attefts the 
e- People too. | 7247 
d And then 3. As for his teaching his own Diſciples 
as a Set Form to pray by, which is here produced in 
N Favour of Set Forms in the general, tho' I ſhould 
allow you the Fact, yet not the Conſequence that 

at you would draw from it, and that you mult draw 
from it to make ir ſerve your purpoſe, wiz, 

ch That our Saviour hereby put them in the way of 
its praying only, or ordinarily by Set Forms, in appolitian 
e, 9 2 to 
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to our Ty of praying : For you muſt carry the Con- 
ſequence as far as this if you would urge it upon us. 
This Conſequence therefore I cannot allow. I will. 
grant you indeed that we may infer from hence, 
that the uſe of a Set Form is not contrary to the Mili 
of God, or a Corruption, but that it is very Lau u; 
and upon ſome Occaſions too very Expedient, viz. 
as an help for the Toung and Unexperienced, and thoſe 
that can't pray pertinently, judiciouſiy and methodically, 
without it, which was the Caſt of the Diſciples 
when this Form was given to them. But I ſee no 
reaſon to go any farther. It all/ovs that way of 
praying, but does not recommend. it, or give 1t the 
preference to ours by any means. And tho' it was 
given the Diſciples with that very Deſign to teach 
them to pray, yet not to teach them to pray by Ser 
Forms only, or mainly. One fingle Form could never 
anſwer that purpoſe ; a whole Liturgy muſt have 
been given them for ſuch an End; and l verily be- 
lieve our Lord would have given them ſuch a one, 
if he had deſigned to have put them in that way. 
of praying ; or, if not at that time, yet at leaſt 
when there came to be a neceſſity for it, viz. when 
the Jewiſh Liturgy mult be laid aſide, as not fit for 
the Service of his Church after his Reſurrection Or 
he would have put his Apoſtles upon drawing up a 
Liturgy for themſelves and the reſt of the Chriſtian 
Church, if he had not done it himfelf. One or 
other of theſe Things was abſolutely neceſſary to 
ſerve his purpoſe, becauſe the Jewiſh Liturgy being 
taken away, and no other ſubſtituted in the room 
of it, they muſt be without any one at all. 

But not to inſiſt upon this, it is plain, I think, 
they did not ſo underſtand him, if we may judge by 
their Practice, as without doubt we may; and if 
they did not fo underſtand him, 1 ſee no Reaſon 
that we have to do ſo, for they were likelier to 
come at his Meaning than we, and certainly did mn 

an 
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and practiſed accordingly. Let us then look into 
their Practice; and ſee if they took this Method 
that they ate here ſuppoſed by you to be directed 
to. Now that they did not in ſome particular Caſes, 
is evident; and that it was not ſo in their ordinary 
Worſhip, is very probable. 1, That they did not take 
this Courſe in ſome particular Caſes, is evident. As 
for Inſtance, from that Prayer of St. Peter, Acts iv. 
that of St. Stephen, Adds vii. that of St. Peter or St. 
(> John, Act, viii that of St. Peter, Act, ix. that of 
St. Paul, Acts xx. and Acts xxviii. 
Which Inſtances look more our way than yours, 
and may be much more eaſily interpreted of Free 
Prayer than of Set Forms. For 1. The Occafions 
were ſo Extraordinary, that we can't ſuppoſe they 
had any Forms at hand ſuited to them. 2. Their 
Prayers are ſo immediately connected with thoſe » 
Occaſions, that there was not time to compoſe per- 
tinent Set Forms, or at leaſt not for thoſe who join- 
| ed with them to have Copies of them, and be ac- 
quainted with them; ſo that they muſt be New, and 
unheard before to their Fellow-Worſhippers, even 
| | tho: they had been pre-compoſed by the Apoſtles. 
And 3. There was no Neceſſity that they ſhould 
compoſe Forms, either for their own ſake, or for 
the ſake of thoſe that joined with them, being ſo 
] full of the Holy Ghoſt as they were. 
' And 2. That they did not take the Method of praying 
) by Set Forms in their ordinary Worſhip, is wery probable. 
1 


Their Hiltory indeed ſays nothing of this expreſly, 
either one way or the other. But there are ſome 


Paſſages from whence we may make a pretty near 
4 gueſs how. they conducted themſelves in this Affair. 
/ We may learn their Practice from that of the Churches 
f they planted, which to be ſure was anſwerable to 8 
n it. Now that the Churches in their Time did not 17 
0 pray by Set Forms, (which yet they would have 113 
» done, if the Apoſtles had led them the way by their 
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Example, ) we may fairly gather from that Prayer 
of the Church for St. Peter, Afr xii. 5, 12. who 
was then in Prifon, and deſigned for Execution the 
next Day : That in all appearance was ſuch a 
Prayer as we pray, and not one by Set Forms, for 
the Reaſons mention'd under the foregoing Head, 
Let us look alſo into the ordinary Worſhip of the 
Church, and we ſhall find the Caſe the ſame. For 
this purpoſe I would refer you to 1 Cor. xiv. 14, 15. 
For if I pray in an unknown Tongue, my Spirit prays, 
is but my Underſtanding is unfruitful. What 1s it then ? 
2 I will ray with the Spirit, and with the Underſtanding 
3 alſo. { argue from the Caſe that the Apoſtle there 
refers to, viz. praying in an unknown Tongue, one of 
the Faults which that Church had run into. Now 
we can't reaſonably think, that the Church had a 
4 Licurgy, (nor conſquently that any other Churches 
jf then had any ſuch Form; for no Reaſon can be aſ- 
ſigned why the Church of Corinth ſhould be ſingular 
in this Matter ;) when there were Perſons in it 
who prayed in au unknown Tongue ; but it appeats 
more probable, that they were left to their Liberty 
in Prayer, otherwiſe they would nor have been 
guilty of ſuch a Fault: Unleſs we can ſuppoſe Pray- 
ers drawn up for them in an unknown Tongue, which 
is a Thing hardly to be imagined ; or that they 
tranſlated them into an unknown Tongue in the uſe of 
them, which is every whit as inconceivable. And 
It is very remarkable, that the Apoſtle, when he 
comes to cure this Fault, does not recommend a 
Liturgy to prevent it for the future, when yet there 
ſcemed to be a very plauſible Occaſion for it, as 
plauſible as ever could be pretended in After-Apes ; 
but only tells' them, that they ought not to have 
done ſo, and charges them not to do ſo again, and 
leaves them to their Liberty as before. 
| Upon the whole, I can't but think the Apoſtles 
uſed-our way of Praying, and not that af Set Forms, 
and 
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and conſcquently, that they did not underſtand our 
Saviour as putting therſt upon that way of Praying 
when he gave them this Form. And it is trom 
hence that we take Encouragement in our way. 
Which I think we may ſafely do; and that not- 
withſtand ing the great difference between them and 
us, as they had ſuch Extraordinary Capacities for this 
Service above us. That we can't do it ſo well as 
they, is no Argument why we ſhould not do it at 
all; any more than it would be ſo in the Caſe of 


Preaching, in which they exceeded: us as much as 


in that of Prayer. 
After all that has been ſaid, you will allow me, 


Reverend Sir, to leave the World to judge, whether 


you had any Reaſon for that ſtinging Reflection, 
This may ſatisfy our Diſſenters, if any Thing can ſatisfy 
Men ſo perverſely bent after their own ways, &c. 

You procecd to put Forms and no Forms, Mean 
Forms and Elegant ones, upon a perfect Equality, 
with regard to the Favour and Acceptance ot God. 
The Truth is, (ſay you, p 378.) whether there be a 
Form, or no Form, or whether the Form be elegantly or 
meanly compoſed, nothing of this availeth to the recom- 
mending of our Prayers to God. It is the true aud fincere 
Devotion of the Heart oaly, that can make them Accepta- 
ble to him. For it is this only that gives Life andVigour 
and true Acceptance to all our Religious Adareſſes to him. 
Without this, how elegantly and moving ſor ver the Prayer 
may be compoſed, and with how much ſeeming Fervour 
and cal it may be poured out, all is as Dead Matter, 
and of no Validity in the Preſence of our God. But if we 
bring this with us to his Worſhip, any Form of Prayer, 
provided it be of Sound Words, may be ſufficient to make 
us and our Worſhip acceptable unto him, and obtain Mer- 
cy, Peace and Pardon from him. For it is not the Fine- 
neſs of Speech, or the Elegancy of Expreſſion, but the Sin- 
cerity of the Mind and the true Devotion of the Heart only, 
char God regards in all our Prayers which we offer up unto 

him. 
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bim. Give me leave, Sir, to ſay, that this T fear 
is not true, or however that it cannot anſwer your 
| Deſign: 29 | | 
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1. I fear this is not true. I grant that God 
looks at the Heart Chiefly, but I can't ſay that he 


does fo only. Devotion is the main thing he inſiſts 


upon, but other things come in for their proper 


ſhare in his Regard too. He is not wholly Indif- 
ferent to them, tho' he ſets the Devotion of the 
Heart above them. He expects that every one 
ſhould ſerve him with his belt ; and he looks for 


more and better from ſome than from others. If a 


Perſon can ſerve him better with Forms than with- 
out, he is to do ſo; and on the other Hand, if a 
Perſon can ſerve him better without Forms than 
\ with them, he is to ſerve him in that manner. So 


far Forms and no Forms are equal to him, and no 


" farther ; and with regard to mean Forms and ele- 
gam ones in particular, it can never be ſuppoſed that 
granting there ſhould be equal Devotion in the uſe 
- of them, they ſhould be equally pleaſing to God, 
becauſe mean ones can never be ſo much for the Ho- 
nour of God, and the Credit of Chriſtian Worſhip 


in the World, as elegant and wel! compoſed Forms 


But then, 2. Suppoſing this be true, it will not 
anſwer your End, which is to reconcile the Diſ- 
ſenters to the uſe of Set Forms in the general, and 
to the uſe of yours in particular, which they look 
upon to be Mean For tho' both were equally 


pleaſing to God in themſelves, Forms as pleating as 
#0 Forms, and mean ones as thoſe of the beſt Com: 


poſure, yer ſtill if they are not equally Edifying 


to our ſelves, we may lawfully refuſe to join in 


them. For we are directed in our Worſhip to ma- 


I 


nage all to the beſt Edification, 1 Cor. xiv. 26. And %. 


cannot more effectually pleaſe God than by conſult- 
ing our own Edification. Now we apprehend, that 
bs 


not 
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is better provided for in our way of Prayer than by 
Set Forms, and without doubt by exce//ent Forms 
better than by mean ones. 

T.intirely agree with you in what follows, p. 379. 
It is true, a new gingle of Words, and a fervent Delive- 
ry of them by the Miniſter in Prayer, may have ſome Ef- 
feft upon the Auditors, and ojren raiſe, iu ſuch of them 
as are affected this way, a Devotion, which ot herwiſe 
they would not have. But this being willy Artificial, 


* which all drops again, as ſoon as the Engine is removed 


that raiſed. it, it is none of that tru? habitual Devotion, 
which can alone render us Acceptable ro our God in auy 
of our Addreſſes to him. This we ought to bring with us, 
whenever we come into the Houſe of God to worſhip before 
him. But I cannot add with you, And with this 
in any Form, which is of Sound Mords, we may pray 
acceptably to him, that is, equally ſo, unie(s it be the 
beſt that we can come at. I allow this is Neceſ- 
ſary, ſo that none car ever be acceptable ro him without 
it; as you add; but that it will make up known 
voluntary Defects, is what 1 cant aſſent to with- 
out better Reaſon. Beſides, you ſuppoſe herein 
what I hardly cltecm poſſible, that there can be 
true Devotion in the uſe of thoſe Forms, which are 
known and thought to be Mean by the very Perſon 
who uſes tliem. Another, who has a better Opini- 
on of them, may uie the very fame with great De- 
votion : But he that comes io them „th this pre- 
judice, muſt, I believe, find his Dette very much 
to flag in the uſe of them: I am ſure minc would 
in ſuch a Caſe. 
I have bur one thing more to take notice of. 
And that is chis. But whether axy Form of ſuch Sound 
Words can be well preſerued ii thoſe Extcmporary Eu- 
fions of Prayer, which joms delight ia; whether it aoes 
not often lead them inte Indecent, and ſornctiiues into 
Blaſphemous Expreſſons, to * great Diſbonour of God, 
and 
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and the Damage of Religion, it behoves thoſe, who are for 
this way, (eriouſly to confider, Now we have confider d 
this, and that ſericuſly too, and cant find but that 
a Form of Sound Words may be well preſerved, and very 
well too, in that way of praying that we delight in; 
and that it doe, not often lead us into Indecent, and 
much leſs into Blaſphemous Expreſſions, to the great diſ- 
honour of God, and the damage of Religion. How 
far ſome Perſons may be guilty here, I can't ſay, 


but } can aſſure you, the generality are not. And 


as for perſonal Failings of this ſort, or any other, 
they are by no Means chargeable upon the Way 
it ſelf, but on the Imprudence of the faulty Per- 
ſon. And here you go upon a groundleſs Suppo- 
fition, that our Prayers are Extemporary Effuſions, 
as you call them, By which I ſuppoſe you mean 
that they are Unpremiditated, and mere ſudden Thoughts. 
Whereas we not only allow Premeditation, but 
plead for it, and practice it; not leaving the Ser- 
vice wholly to the preſent Suggeſtions of the Ima- 
gination, but calling in Prudence for our Aid be- 
forehand (eſpecially upon extraordinary Occaſions) 
to furniſh the Materials, to lay the Method, to propor- 
tion the Length to the Occaſion, and to form the Ex- 
preſſion. And ſo nothing Indecent, and much leſs 
Blaſphemous, is ever like to creep in: It muſt break 
thro' a great deal of Caution and Care if it does, 
and that it is not like to do. I won't ſay indeed 
thar all take this Method ; but I am ſure the Prin- 
ciples of Diſſenters oblige them to act in this 
manner, and from my Acquaintance with them, 
I know that this is the Practice of many. 

But ſuppoſing our Way were liable to this In- 
convenience, you will remember, Sir, that, yours 
has others often attending it, which a wiſe and 
good Man would guard againſt too, viz. Superſtiti- 
on, and ag reat Number of Forms, and Ceremonies, to- 


gether 
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uſe of them. And this is what you yourſelf have gi- 
ven me Occaſion to obſerve by what you ſay of 
the Fewiſh Forms. Your Words are theſe, p. 274. 
Theſe at firſt were very few, but fince they are increaſed 
unto a very large Bulk, which makes their Synagogue Ser- 
vice very long and tedious; and the Rubrick by which 
„ % regulate it is very perplexed and intricate, aud incum- 
bered with many Rites and Ceremonious Obſervances ; in 
| all which they equal, if not exceed, both the Superſtition, 
3 

{ 
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and alſo the Length, of the Popiſh Service. All this in- 
deed is but the poſſzb/e Conſequence of Forms, not 
the Certain one: And the ſame I ſay of the other, 
this, and that, and the other thing, is but the poſ- 
fible Conſequence of Free-prayer, not the Certain one; 


ſelf, or any Argument for the laying it aſide, as 
you ſeem to intimate it to be. 

Thus, Doctor, I have conſidered all that you 
have ſeen fit to offer upon this Head, and I hope 
with all the Deference that is due to You, and all 
the Impartiality that is due to Truth. And tho' 
have not been ſo happy as to ſee Evidence enough 
in what you have offered on this Argument to in- 
duce me to become your Proſelyte, yet I can aſſure 


you, I am, 


Tour great Admirer 


I | and humble Servant. 


gether with intricate and perplexed Rubricks about the 


and therefore not to be charged upon the way it 
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N Queſtion not but you have read with 
Mm great Pleaſure, the very learned and ex- 
Jy” | cellent Connection of the Hiſtory of the Old 
aud New Teſtament, by Dr. Prideaux ; and 

are fully ſenſible how much the Icarned 
World is indebred to him, for having finiſh'd a 
Noble and Uſetul Deſign in ſo Maſterly a Way. 
1 cannot doubt but you have, with me, a very 
high Eſteem for a Perſon, whoſe Writings de- 
ſerve ſo well, and which are likely to be valued 
as long as a Taſte of good Learning ſtall remain 
among us. 

Yer, Sir, if I may be permitted to gueſs at your 
Temper by your Writings, you are not ſo preju— 
dic'd in Favour of any Perſons, how deſerving ſo- 
ever, as not co ſce their Miſtakes; tho' you know 
how to ſee them without diminiſhing any Thing of 
that Eftcem and Reſpect coat is due to their real 
Merit. 

In this Confidence it is, I take the Liberty to 
ſend you fome Strictures on one Paſſage of the 
Doctor's 2d Vol., aſſuring you, that it is far from 
any Vanity of Criticiſing a great Author; much leſs 
with any Intention to derogate from the Reputa- 
tion of h:. Excellent Book, which loſes nothing in 
my own Eſ:cem on any other Account ; ink 

thin 
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think the following Paſſage deſerves a Publick Ob- 
ſervation. | pos 


The Doctor, among the Reaſons he gives for his 


large Account of the Jeuiſb and other Cycles, made 
uſe of for the Time of Eaſter, has given this for 
One, To open the Way to a better Underſtand- 
© ing of the Modern Diſpute, which our Diſſen- 
ce ters have here ſet on Foot among us. For they 
« allcdge it as one Reaſon of their Diſſention, that 
« Eaſter is put wrong in the Kalendar of the Com- 
« mon Praycr-Book,. and that therefore they can- 
te not give their Aflent and Conſent thereto. It is 


« a very odd Thing, (be add,) that this Sort of 
« People, who are againſt keeping any Eaſter at 
« all, ſhould raiſe any Quarrel about the Time of 


« jts Obſervance,” * _ 


or, in a Work of ſuch diffe- 


I muſt own, I . ſurpriſed at reading this Paſ- 


ſage. That the Do 


rent Nature, and much better Uſe, ſhould think of 


falling upon his Proteſtant Brethren, and endeavour 


to expoſe them for a ſuppoſed Weakneſs ; but more 


eſpecially, that he ſnould chooſe to do ſo in a Caſe 
where he ſeems ſo much to miſtake them, and the 
Controverſy they have had on that Foot. | 
For, with Submiſſion, they have never raiſed any 
Quarrel at all about the Time of 'obſerving Ea- 
ſter. They have not, that I know of, thought 


it worth quarrelling about; much leſs have they 


made it a conſiderable Reaſon, or any Reaſon 


at all for their Difſent. They have indeed ap- 
prehended, that a Declaration of Aſſent to all and 
every Thing contained and preſcribed in and by 
the Book of Common Prayer, &c. according to the 
Act of Uniformity, did include an Aſſent to the 


Rule 
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Rule for the Time of obſerving Eaſter which is 
found in that Book. This Rule they have alſo ap- 
prehended ſuch, as they could not ſo well Aſſent to. 
Bur in this they raiſed no Quarrel themſelves about 
the Time of obſerving Eaſter ; and as far as I know 
the Diſſenters, they are not a Sort of People ever 
like to raiſe: one. Yet ſure when they are called 
upon to give their Aſſent to any Thing, they may 
without Reflection judge whether they can Aſſent 
ro/it or no And they have not yet alledged it as 
one Reaſon of their Diſſention, that Eaſter is put 
wrong in the Kalendar; but that they apprebend 
they are required to Aſſent to it as right, when yet 
they take it to be wrong, which is a very different 
# Weir 7 n iu: L | 
4 How the Doctor came thus to repreſent the Caſe, 
3 I am at a lols to imagine. Eſpecially when, in 
A | Anſwer to their Objection, he aims ſo much to 
1 take off the Difficulty of their Aﬀent, as ſeems to 
Þ ſhew; he was well aware of the true State of the 
k neſtion, however he came here to forget it. 
Since the Doctor then has been pleaſed to bring 
this Queſtion once more on the Stage, in a Book 
univerſally read, and deſervedly eſteem'd; if you 
ſhall think it proper to give this Letter 2 Place in 
| your Paper, I will endeavour to give the World a 
" fairer Account of it than I think Dr. Prideaux has 
| done. 1 | 
The Obje&ion ſtands thus. The Rule in the 
* Kalendar ſays, Eaſter-Day is always the firſt Sun- 
« day after the firſt Full- Moon, which happens next 
« after the One and Twentieth Day of March, &c. 
ce but this will ſeldom be found true, according to 
«© the Tables in the Common Prayer Book, and fo 
ce that the Rule and Tables diſagree with each 
4 other. 


\ 


The 
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The Doctor owns this Objection would be true, 
were it the Natural Full-Moon that is meant in the 
Rule: But he ſuppoſes, © Befides:the Natural Full- 
« Moon, there is an Eccleſiaſtical Full- Moon, that 
„ is, a Full-Moon Day ſo called by the Church, 
e tho' there be no Natural Full-Moon thereon ; | 
©« and of this Eccleſiaſtical Full-Moon, the Rule 
« and Tables are to be underſtoqd. ** 

Now the Gentlemen that have objected the Dit. 
ference between the Rule and Tables, have indeed 
thought, that the Meaning and Intention of the Rule, 
as alſo of the ſeveral Cycles, as well as the Inven- 

tion of Golden Numbers, Paſchal Terms, &c. were to 
bring the Eccleſiaſtical Computation of Eaſter, and | 
the Moveable Feaſts depending thereon, / to an A- | 
greement with the Aſtronomical Revolutions of the 
Sun and Moon, as the Doctor himſelf elſewhere ob- 
ſerves f. So far then as a Rule deſign'd only for 
this End is wrong in the Uſe and Application of it, 
ſo far they think they may judge that the Rule, and 
the Tables deſign'd ro anſwer it, do not agree with 
each other, becauſe the Meaning and Intention of the 
whole was to tind out in each Year, the Real and 
Natural Full-Moon, which happened firſt after the 
Vernal Equinox, but which it is confeſs'd the Ta- 
bles do nor reach to. They enquire not whether it 
was a Matter of any Importance to be done in this 
or another Way: But ſince it is intended to be done 
this Way, they not only obſerve, That the Tables by 
a ſmall Error in the Nincteen Years Cycle, but by 
length Time grown confiderable, do not anſwer 


this Intention, and therefore differ from the Meaning 
of the Rule. 


This, 


T nn, 234. 


F; — 7 4 o ” [4 a. * 2 4 P 4 I — — P ry 4 > and * * * * 5 
* b l $ "I 7 
- : ö 
43 —_ 4 
U * : »- 4 9 
® 2 9 4 0 1 
— % 
b 


This, it is true, is only an Aſtronomical, and 
not a Theological Error: But if their Aſſent*was 
required to it, as they apprehend in this Caſe it 
was, they could not give it to any the leaſt and 
molt innocent 'known Error without the Guilt of 
Falſhood, which is to be ſure a Theological Crime. 
And however they or others may innocently con- 
fent to the Uſe of it, which the Doctor ſays is all 
that the Declaration of Aſſent and Conſent obliges 
to: Yet he ought in Juſtice to them to let the World 
know, That they never objected to the Uſe of it; 
bur went all along N this Foot, That the Act 
obliges to Aſſent to the Truth, as well as Conſent 
to the Uſe, which on ſuppoſal of an Error and Diſ- 
agreement they could not innocently do. 

But it ſeems to Dr. Prideaux, that neither © the 
Kalendar nor this Rule belonging to it is within 
ce that Declaration (of Aſſent and Conſent) ; for 


cc he thinks it cannot be brought under any of the 


* Particulars mentioned in the Act which requires 
« jt,” This is at leaſt a Piece of News they ne- 
ver heard before; tho}, if it ſhould prove true, I 
dare anſwer for the Diflenters, they are not ſo fond 
of this or any other Reaſon for Separation, but 
they would be obliged to the Doctor if he could 
remove them all upon the ſame Foot: But there 
is Reaſon to fear it wants farther Confirmation. 
For the Aſſent required by the Act of Uniformity is 
to all and every Thing contain'd and preſcribed 
in and by the Book, entitled, the Book of Common 
Prayer. Now this Rule and Kalendar are found in 
the Books ſo Entitled : One of which was annex- 
ed to the AR, and is the Book intended in the De- 
claration. And both the Rule and the Kalendar 
are of ſuch uſe to the Form and Order of many 
Parts of the Common Prayer, that they ſolely di- 
re& the Time of uſing the Epiſtles, Goſpels and 
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S a ver ce and exten five. 
fre e ſe He ek could aer 
Ns: 1 140% © end wich. 15 ſevere Reflection 
To. 1 2 ch a Trifle: 190 Ef Reaſon % hreak- 
mmun ion, and ſeparating, fr 
op: ch, is bop Men of common Senfe. common 
ty may be aſhamed of, ——- This ſhe ws 
how hard they are put, co iti to find-Reafons f 
by * thei Separation, When they, urge ſuch 4. ny 
and frivolous One for it as this * 
1 Teo not 1 making a melanchoſy Reflects f 
on upon reading theſe ds :, What mighty. Paw- 
E (chgughr I.) what ace 5 . = Party- 
rejudice have, even 3 A* greateſt Minds, to 
turn them aſide from goble Views to little trivial 
Matters, and, which is yet worſe, Kg them 
to unteaſonable and uncharitable Ręfiections on 
their Brethren? Has what the Be obs 
ject to the Rule for find ing Eafter been ever made 
by them a, Ground, for We e Ce or ſe· 
parating from the Chur as the Church ſo 
much as ever been blamed by them for uſing it, or 1 
any the leaſt ſcruple made of Communion with it 3 
on that Account ? Has it. ever been uſed, farther 
than a, one Difficulty, among/ many far greater, 
Minit orm of Aſſent ſuppoled to be required, to 
iniſterial Conformity 2 And in that Vigw is it 
fo. altogether Without ſheww of Reaſon, that they 
deſerve to be treated as Men either wanting Com- 
mon Senſe or Common Honeſty ? However friyo- 
lous the O igen ma ay be, methinks it can 
on 
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allow it, where what is cenſured as moſt frivolous 


and trifling in the Objection, is really no Part of it, 
but centers at laſt in the Cenſuret's own Invention 
or Miſtake. e 007 n HOU. 9212 
le was very ſurpriz ing to me to find ſuch a Rea- 
ſon formally given by the Doctor in his Preface, for 
the Account of the Jewiſh and other Cycles in his 
Book. That Account might well have - paſſed, 
without any ſuch Reaſon for it, as very proper to 
the. Deſign it ſelf. It ſeems a Step out of his Way 
on purpoſe for that unkind Reflection on his Diſ- 
ſentipg Brethren, rather than any needful Apology 
for himſelf. ; | * : * 7 L | 1t DIQOS 1 
And 1 the rather think ſo, becauſe another Rea- 
fon he gives for it could hardly have any greater 
Weight with him than only to keep this à ht- 
tle in Countenance; for the Diſſention about Ea- 
fter between our Britiſh and Sako Anceſtors did 
not ſtand-in need of a new Explication ; ſince the 
very ſame Account the Doctor gives of it was al- 
ready given (to omit others) by a known Author in 
our own Language, Mr. Collier in his Etleflaſtical Hi- 
flory. In the Account he gives of tlie Diſpute on 
that Subject before King Oſui at Whitby then 
Streaneſbaleh, he mentions both the Difference of the 
84 Years Cycle continued in uſe by the Bri- 
rains, and the 19 Years Cycle then in uſe with the 
Romans ; and the Roman Cuſtom of teckoning from 
the 15th Day of the Moon to the 21ſt f ineſuſive, 
when the Brita:zs uſed to reckon from the 14th to 
the 2oth. ion ene, 
I ſhall only add. 1 have fo great an Eſteem 


bor your judgment and the good” Peſign you 
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have to promote Impartial Liberty, and the GG 
neral Good of Mankind, that if you ſo far ap» 
ve of this Letter as to Jet it appear in the 9 


Vorld in your Paper, it will be a great Satis- 
faction to, 
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In the laſt Paper, Numb. II. Pag. 36. lin. 24. er, where 
there cannot, read, where theſe cannot. 
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